The Australian delegation tells us that in principle it
agrees that Rumania should pay reparations to the Soviet
Union. The Australian delegation has made repeated declara-
tions today about its good intentions. But it is not the number
of declarations of good intentions that matters. "The road 'to
hell is paved with good intentions," they say. We are inter-
ested not in talk about good intentions, but in the actual sig-
nificance of the proposals made by the Australian delegation.
And what does the Australian delegation propose?
The Australian delegation proposes that the amount of
reparations be not fixed at this Conference and that the dis-
cussion of this question be postponed for 'six months; it pro-
poses that a commission of representatives of seven countries
be set up for this purpose, and that meanwhile payment of
reparations to the Soviet Union be stopped. Such is the first
proposal of this delegation.
But, pardon me, the amount of reparations has already
been fixed. Rumania has already paid the Soviet Union 86
million out of the 30.0 million dollars of reparations. Is this
not so? Moreover, Rumania has recognized and still recog-
nizes the justness of the reparations imposed upon her. Yet
the Australian delegation proposes that the Conference strike
out one of the most important of the armistice term's, start
a six-months' discussion on reparations in some Commission
which no one needs, and disrupt the payment of reparation's,
which the Rumanian Government has been conscientiously
paying for already two years.
It comes down to this: the Australian delegation declares
in favour of reparations, but its proposal would in reality
mean the stoppage of reparations.
The second proposal of the Australian delegation is that
reparations should be paid either in dollars or in pounds
sterling, acid not in Rumanian- goods, as established by the
armistice terms.
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